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1 . The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 . 126 which requires the 
original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When claims are 
canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims are presented, they 
must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next following the highest 
numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 

Misnumbered claims 18-33 have been renumbered as claims 17-32. (Note that claim 
17 has not been previously presented in this U.S. application.) Apphcant should appropriately 
number the claims, including the claim dependencies, in the response to this Office Action. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of the inclusion of the legal 
phraseology "means'*. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the fiiU patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concems," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the disclosure should 
not refer to the claims by number (note page 1 at lines 4 and 28). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 9 of claim 17, 
"said operation means" should be —said operating means—. Appropriate correction is required. 
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6. Claim 32 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim 32 merely describes the intended use of the claimed apparatus, which does not 
patentably distinguish the claimed apparatus structure and therefore does not further limit the 
subject matter of the apparatus claims. Note that intended use has been continuously held not to 
be germane to determining the patentability of the apparatus, In re Finsterwalder, 168 USPQ 
530; the manner or method in which a machine is to be utilized is not germane to the issue of 
patentability of the machine itself. In re Casey ^ 152 USPQ 235. 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 24-25 are rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

The original disclosure does not adequately describe centring means being rollers in 
recesses wherein the recesses are annular grooves, as is claimed in claim 24; roller/recess 
centring means are only disclosed as being in radial grooves 51, 52 (as shown in Figure 10). 
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Also, the original disclosure does not adequately describe a cup-shaped part on the 
movable mold part which is engaged with a ring that is cup-shaped on either side, as is claimed 
in claim 25; such an engaging part on the movable mold part which is engaged with a cup- 
shaped ring is only described as a bearing ball 18 (as shown in Figures 1-3 and 6-9). 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 17-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which appUcant regards as 
the invention. 

In claim 17, hne 4, "the stationary part" and "the other, movable part" lack proper 
antecedent basis in the claim; line 5, "the joint" lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim; and 
line 7, "the direction of movement" lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim. 

In claim 19, line 2 (and claim 20, line 2), "some distance apart" is of indefinite scope 
such that the metes and bounds of what is being claimed cannot be ascertained. 

In claim 20, "said discs" lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim (the claim should 
depend fi'om the immediately preceding claim). 

In claim 21, lines 3-5, "the boimdary surface" (both occurrences) lacks proper antecedent 
basis in the claim. 

In claim 28, lines 2-3, "said injected articles" lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim. 
In claim 32, line 2, "said movable parts" lacks proper antecedent basis as a plurahty. 

11. Claims 17-31 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 
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The prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest an injection molding device 
comprising a stationary mold part and a movable mold part which is movable in a vertical 
direction of movement by operating means; centering means for centering the movable mold part 
with respect to the stationary mold part when the mold parts move towards one another; and a 
joint between the movable mold part and the operating means allowing tilting and slight 
movement in the horizontal plane of the movable mold part with respect to the operating means, 
wherein the joint comprises a plurality of columns which extend in the vertical direction of 
movement next to one another and parallel with respect to one another, the columns arranged 
between the operating means and the movable mold part, and the colunms being rigid in the 
longitudinal direction thereof and weak in the transverse direction thereof. 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Mackey whose telephone niunber is 571-272-1 135. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dr. Yogendra Gupta can be reached on 571-272-1316. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appHcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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